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Reverend Sir, 


HE juſtice, the propriety, and ies 
of toleration, in matters of religion and 
' conſcience, have been frequently and 
aaubundantly proved even to acknowledp- 
ed demonſtrations; and are every day rendered ob- 
vious to the whole world, by notorious and unde- 
niable facts; its expediency likewiſe, I believe, 
is now freely owned by the majority of every re- 
ligious ſect. But another "queſtion ſtill unhap- 
plly remains, whether a religious toleration ſhould 

be free and unlimited, or be granted only on 
certain religious conceſſions, and terms of ſub- 
jection. to the civil magiltrate ; whether all human 
authoritative claims of every kind in matters of 
religion, ſupported and inforced under the ſan- 
Ron of . leu, 2 be Unterly" Tun, 

or 


| 


C4» 
or ſome of them which are thought not ſo offen- 
ſive, be ſtill allowed, or at leaſt ſubmitted to for 
8 The latter part of the queſtion is, 
upon the whole, undoubtedly affirmed by you 
and your brethren, who conducted the late ap- 
plication to Parliament, for an, alteration in the 
mode of ſubſcription required of Proteſtant diſ- 
ſenting miniſters. This very circumſtance hath 
embarraſſed your whole proceedings, and rendered 
your meaſures not only injudicious, but alſo 
injufiots to the cauſe of religious liberty in gene- 
ral, and truly dariger6us with reſpect to many, who 
have an equal title with yourſelves to the rights 
of conſcience, to the character of Proteſtants, of 


chriſtians, and of friends to civil and r li 
berty, „e Bae 


Thoſe * claims of the civil ma- 
eitrete, which, although in a different form, 
are ſtill to be continued, and that too under as 

ſevere penalties as ever, are indeed concealed as 

much as poſlible in all your public accounts and 
vindications. Even Pr. Kippis, the moſt applauded 
of all your defenders, after he has inter woven 
your #ew mode of ſubſcription, with the reaſons 
of our diſſent from the church of England, and 
thus placed it in the moſt advantageous | light, 
is nevertheleſs, obliged to hide its injurious 
nature and pernicious conſequences from the in- 
ſpection of his reader, by entirely omitting in 
his deſcription ſoſhe of the moſt capital circum- 
ſtances that attend your new project of relief. 
Let his own account of the matter be peruſed as 

a a ſufficient proof. We diſſent,“ ſays he, © be- 

* cauſe we deny the right of any body of men, 
© whether civil or eceleſiaſlical, to impoſe hu- 
| +... > 
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man teſts, creeds, or articles ; and becauſe. we 


*« think it our duty, not to ſubmit to any ſuch 


« 
6c 
& 
6 
« 


& 


e impoſition, but to proteſt againſt it, as a violation 
' «© 


of our eſſential liberty to judge and act for 
ourſelves in matters of. religion, We 8 955 
becauſe we apprehend that the chur | 
England, in requiring a' ſubſcription to her 
doctrines and. ceremonies, claims and exer- 
ciſes a power derogatory-to the honour! of our 
great Maſter, ' the ſole legiſlator in his own 
kingdom; and becauſe we believe. ourſclyes 
bound, as his profeſſed diſciples and ſubjects, 
to ftand- up for his honour, in oppoſition to all 
eneroachments upon his undivided i inan must f 
cable authority. ee 3a; 2 


' 


« Independently, therefore, of the kt of the 


La) 
- 


a FX 
6 Es 


Thirty-nine articles, the generality of difſent- 
ing miniſters obje& to the impoſition of thefe 
articles. Perſuaded as they are, of the ſufficiency 

of Scripture, and of the liberty which every one 


* ought to have of following the guidance of his 
« own conſcience in religious concerns, they will 


not ſubſcribe to human formularies, which they 
themſelves believe, when ſuch formularies are 
preſſed upon them by an incompetent and 
uſurped authority. It is their fixed principle, 
that the writings of the Old and New Teſta- 


* meat, are the only rule of faith and N 
* and, therefore, were they, in matters © 
and when aſking for a toleration, to go any 


religion, 


farther in their ſubmiſſion to the civil magiſtrate, 
than to make a declaration of their chriſtian 


and proteſtant character, being the ſpecific 


character in which bh en before the le- 
giſlature, 


. ** 
* 


A 
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« giflature, they would be guilty of an act of 


« treaſon againſt their Lord and Saviour. How 
« far. theſe ſentiments ' may be well founded, 


it is not my W at ue to deter- 
mine.. 


Here the Doktor has 3 hinſelf with | 
great caution and reſerve, like a wiſe and pru- 
dent advocate, who clearly diſcerns that there 


are ſome things in his cauſe not defenſible; and 
yet, with all his care, he hath not been able to 


conceal what he cannot vindicate. Is there, Sir, 


any one of the committee hardy enough to 


aſſert, and to affirm the aſſertion to be with - 
out reſerve or equivocation, that your intended 
plan of relief, goes no further, in ſubmiſſion to 
the civil magiſtrate, than to make a declaration 
of your chriſtian and proteſtant character, being 


the /pecifie character in which you 4 before 


the legiſlature? And yet, if none of you can do 


tis, it will be very difficult to keep you clear 


from the guilt of treaſon againſt your Lord and Sa- 
viour, as appears by the confeſſion of your own 
advocate. But is not the caſe really thus; that, 


according to the propoſed bill, you are to make 


and /ub/cribe, by the authority and in the pre- 
ſence of the magiſtrate, a declaration of your 


faith in the holy icriptures of the Old and New 


Teſtament, on the pain of forfeiting twenty 
pounds for every time you preach, one hundred 
pounds for every time you adminiſter the Lord's 
Supper, &c, Now are theſe obligations eſſential 
to the Chriſtian and Proteſtant ? Do _—_ conſti- 


” Fo toute 
. Dr Kippis's Vind. pag. 29, 30. Second Edie, 


declaration of your chriſtian and proteſtant chi 


3 
tute his ſpetific charaBer ? Or, is all this, only *. 


* 


racter before the civil magiſtrate? And Wen 
you requeſt theſe things of the parliament, is 
that of Chriſtians- and Proteſtants, the ſpecific 


character in which you 514.4 before the Ny 
ſlature ar, | 


4 


But if no body of men, whether.civil, or ec- 
den have any right to impoſe human teſts, 
creeds, articles, or formularies, however true in 
themſelves; what right can any body of men, 
whether civil or eccleſiaſtical, have to demand, 
under the ſanction of ſevere pains, a ſubſcription 


to the truth of thoſe holy writings, whoſe autho- 


rity is divine? If the church of England, in 
requiring a ſubſcription to her own doctrines, 


claims and exerciſes a power derogatory to the 


| honour of our great Maſter, the ſole legiſlator ; 


in his own kingdom, ſurely then ſhe muſt do it 


much more, when ſhe takes upon her, in any 


caſe, ro demand, under the ſanction of pu- 


niſhments, a ſubmiſſion to thoſe councils, and 


laws and Wiens which, in a peculiar and 


eminent manner, belong to Chriſt ; whoſe pre- 
rogative it is alone, as the ſole le gilator i in his 
own kingdom, to ſettle and en what 


puniſhments ſhall be inflicted on the diſobe- 
dient. And if his authority be undivided, in- 


* 


communicable, how can ſhe meddle with it and 


be innocent ? Or you prove yourſelves to be his 
diſciples and ſubjects, and not in this caſe, ſtand 
up for his honour, in oppoſition to all ſuch 


. encroachments, as well as in reſiſting her de- 
mands co bert her on doctrines, wWhe- 
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ther 
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x true or not? If it be ſaid in reply, that you. 
not mean to acknowledge the magiſtrate's 


authority at all, in this matter, but only to 
declare in his preſence, and in oppoſition to all 
human teſts whatever, the ſufficiency of ſcrip- 


ture, and the liberty which every one ought 
to have of following the guidance of his ow˖n 
conſcience in religious concerns; I aſk, what, 
meaneth the ſound of thoſe ſubſcriptions and 
penalties in mine ears? Fines and impriſonments 
are not in the leaſt favourable to ſuch an idea. 
This is indeed a new and an unheard of method 
of renounoing the magiſtrate's authority in mat- 


ters of religion and faith ! And the honour of it 


will, without all doubt, be ſecured to you, Sir, 


and the reſt of the committee, the inventors. 


But this very ſingular reply is ſtill urged * 
it ſeems, you only declare the ſufficiency and 
divine authority of ſcripture in all things which 


reſpe& your religious faith and practice, and 


there can be no harm in declaring that before 


the civil magiſtrate, even though he require it! 


« It would, ſays Dr. Kippis, neither imply an 
« acknowledgement of the authority by which 
< the requiſition is made, nor be a ſubmiſſion to 
© a human formulary. The declaration cannot, 
J think, be conſidered, with any degree of 
« juſtice, as a human formulary. We only 
“ profeſs by it our belief in the ſacred writings, 
% and our reception of them as the rule of faith 
* and practice; in making which profeſſion, we 
<« teſtify to the civil governor, that we admit of 
<« no authority in religious matters, but that of 


| the {cr iptures. Sur ely, the open _acknogwledge- 


ment 


* 
\ 


W 
ment of a DIVINE auTHoRITY, though it be in 
& the preſence, and even at the requiſition' of 
* the magiſtrate, does not infer the acknow- 
et ledpement of ,a human authority *.” Here is 
an example of reaſoning truly curious! The fal- 


lacy and conſequent force of it, fo far as it hath. 


any force, lies chiefly in concealing the moſt ca- 
pital facts which relate to this ſubje&t. ' For if 
your intended declaration, under the ſanction of 
penalties, he not a ſubmiſſion to the magiſtrate's 
authority, with regard to religion, in ſome reſpect 
or other, there neither is, nor can be in nature 
ſuch a thing as ſubmiſſion at all to any ma- 
giſtrate in any cafe whatever. He that will 
Jenn this, is no longer fit to be reaſoned with; 
becauſe he muſt either be deſtitute of common 
ſenſe, or perverſe to a degree of aſtoniſhment! 
However, it ſhall be granted, that you only pro- 
feſs by this declaration your belief in the ſacred 
writings; that you receive them as the rule of 
your faith and practice; and that you admit of 
no authority in religious matters but the ſcrip- 
tures. It Wall be granted, that the magiſtrate 
+ Paw \ h „ Nick T0 120 [va 

_ underſtands you in this light; and even that 
our declaration reſpefts not a human formu- 
75 but a divine one, or as Dr. Stennett calls 
it a DIVINE TEsT. Yet oh the other hand, ĩt 
mult likewiſe be granted, that the magiſtrate is 
conſidered, at leaſt in his own eſteem, as exer- 
ciſing ſome authority in this matter; otherwiſe | 
why is a new and ſpecial law to be enacted; a 
compliance with which is demanded on the pains 
of forfeiting certain ſums of money, of being 
Nr impriſoned, 


# Vind. Pe 66. 


| ( 10 JN. 
impriſoned, with other penalties of the like kind, 
and alſo of being excluded from the diſcharge of 
Your. miniſterial functions. Now, Sir, can any 
one of your brethren ſay, with a grave counte- 
nance, that your ſubmiſſion to the terms of this 
Jaw, even at the requiſition, as it is called, of the 
magiſtrate, does not 1nF8R the acknowledgement 
of a human authority? You may perhaps, in 
your own imaginations, vindicate yourſelves with 
This apology ; that what you declare and ſubſcribe 
at the requiſition of the magiſtrate is A Divine | 
AUTHORITY ; in which inſtance, your acknow- 
ledgement does not reſpect a human authority ! 
Such an evaſion would be ſo mean and contempt- 
ible in itſelf, that 1 am not willing to charge it 
upon any man. And yet what can I, or what 
can any other perſon make of the following ſen- 
tence, as connected with the above quoration ; 
„Indeed, ſays Dr. Kippis, the more I reflect 
«©. upon the declaration, the more I am convinced 
« that it is in reality a diſavowal of human au- 
d thority in matters of religion * :” But indeed 
the more I refle& upon the nature of the intended 


declaration, the more I am convinced that the 


Doctor never could have made ſuch affertions, / 
mens non læ va fuſe. For the true and real ſtate 
of the caſe is this; your declaration and fſub- 
| ſcription before the magiſtrate, reſpects what 
is of divine authority, but you make the decla- 
ration itſelf under penalties, at the demand of a 
human authority; and that ioo as the terms on 
which you are to obtain permiſſion and protec- 
| | | | t0N 
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- tion from the civil government in the diſcharge 

of your duties as the miniſters of Chriſt, 5 
Here the following queſtion will naturally 
ariſe ; By what right does the civil magiſtrate de- 
mand in any caſe, under the ſanction of human 


nal laws, a declaration of our belief in that 


holy book, whoſe authority is divine ? Both you, 
and the legiſlature, and even the church of Rome, 
agree in aſſerting the divine authority of ſcrip- 


ture; but are you all alike agreed as to the 


ſufficiency of ſcripture ? For that phraſe is uſed 
in two different meanings; it not only denotes 
the ſufficiency of ſcripture for all things which 
ought to be believed and practiſed in matters of 
religion; but alſo ſignifies the ſufficiency of ſerip- 


ture of itſelf, both to prove, and to. ſupport, its 
own truth and divine authority, independent of 


all the authoritative claims or teſtimonies of men 
whatever, Both of theſe are denied by the papiſts, 
and alſo by ſome proteſtants, whole pretenſions 
on this head, are not much inferior to thoſe of 
Rome, Fa 40f as TTY 


This is a ſubject of very great importance in 
the religious world, and 'in former times hath 
employed the pens of truly able and learned 
writers. The denial of this intereſting truth, 
that the holy ſcriptures are ſufficient of them- 
ſelves, both to prove and to ſupport their own 
divine authority, independent of all the authort- 
tative teſtimonies of men, was conſidered by our 
forefathers as the very ground-work of popery ; 


but the belief and defence of this doctrine, as the 


very baſis of true proteſtantiſm. And indeed if 
-we ever yield up this article to any body of men, 
1 Oe we 


C88] 


we grant them of conſequence a right to explain 
and determine the proper ſenſe of ſcripture. Now 


if the civil magiſtrate, in any caſe, claim a right, 


either of inforcing or demanding a declaration of 
our belief in the ſcripture, under the ſanction of 


Penal laws ; he muſt alſo claim an authoritative 


teſtimony in ſupport of ſcripture, otherwiſe there 
can be nothing even to countenance ſuch, a de- 
mand. And when you declare and ſubſcribe 
under any penalties, your belief of the Old 
and New Teſtament as a Revelation from God, 
I ſuppoſe the magiſtrate, at leaſt, will mean by 
it, your belief of thoſe books, the inſpiration 
and canon of which are affirmed and ſet forth 
by public authority, and alſo your ſubmiſſion, 
bona fide, to that authority which hath ſettled the 


canon of ſcripture, and which demands a decla- 


ration of your faith in that reſpect. 


1 do not aſk, fir, whether you TY upon 
theſe claims of the legiſlature to be juſt, or not; 
for your opinion in this caſe can be of no great 
moment, while, by undeniable facts, you en- 
deavour to confirm them in the moſt ſtriking 


and voluntary manner! Neither do I aſk, whether 
you conſider a ſubmiſſion to theſe claims as a 


trivial circumſtance, or as a ſobject of impor- 
tance; for that muſt be determined by what it 
is in ieh, and by What influence it hath, and 
ought to have, over every man's own conſcience, 
Nor do I aſk, whether you and the civil magiſ- 
trate view theſe demands, and your intended 
ſubmiſſion, in the ſame light, or not ; for every 
honeſt proteſtant will ſoon determine whether 
mental reſervations in 1 this caſe be allowable, or 

whether 


whether his compliance with theſe demands, can 
be honourable, while he knows his own reaſon- 
ing on the ſubject, to be totally different from the 
magiſtrates apprehenſions. What I have chiefly 
in view at preſent, is this; to enquire whether 
it can be ſafe for true chriſtians and proteſtants, 
ever to yield to theſe terms, which you ſo readily 
propoſe to the legiſlature, as the conditions on 
which diſſenting miniſters are to enjoy a tolera- 
tion in the exerciſe of their religion? You think it 
highly reaſonable * that your brethren ſhould be 
obhged under ſevere penalties, to make and ſubſcribe 
a declaration of their belief in the ſeriptures, 
upon the demand, and in the preſence, of the civil 
magiſtrate, But, in oppoſition both to the un- 
lawful claims of magiltracy, and to your volun- 
tary offers, not only in your ewn, but alfo in the 
behalf of other men, to ſubſcribe, and ſubmit, 
under the pains of cruel and unjuſt puniſhments; 
I. ſhall endeavour to ſhew, that whatever is 
of D4VINE AUTHORITY, is, for that very rea-. 
ſon, not capable in any caſe, of being inforced 
under the ſanction of human penal laws; and that, 
becauſe of its own divine clogs! only, it is 
binding on the conſciences of men; from whence 
it will appear, that no legiſlature can oblige Chri- 
ſtians, by fines and impriſonments, to make a de- 
claration of their belief in the ſcriptures, as the 
terms of their ſafety and protection in the ſtate, 
without invading that authority which is divine; 
nor Chriſtians ever ſubſcribe under ſevere penal. 
a to me truth of _ i at the demand of a 
1 human | 

5 | * 40 Which, applying as Chriſtians andProteſtant diſſenting 


e Miniſters, the committee think, if required, the (their 
hrethre? vuGurT to make.“ Committees 1 letter. 
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human authority, without betraying the honour 
and ſufficiency of ' ſcripture, without acting an 
unfaithful part with reſpect to that teſtimony 
which is greater than the witneſs of men, without 
violating their allegiance'to Chriſt the ſole legi- 
flator in his own Kingdom; While at the ſame 
time, they would, in this caſe, lay down afreſh the 
foundation of all the abominations and tyranny 
of Rome; and likewiſe confirm to the magiſtrate 


.Y right of explaining the true ſenſe of ſcripture. 


There are but two ways by which we know 
the authority of any thing to be divine; the one 
is by the common light Y nature, the other, by 
a ſupernatural and expreſs revelation from Heaven. 
All firſt principles and ſelf. evident truths are con- 
ſidered as divine, becauſe inſeparable, as far as we 
know, from the nature and exiſtence of God, 
They are the baſis and rule of all juſt reaſoning z 
they are the origin and ſtandard Fa all juſt laws. 
The holy ſcriptures are an expreſs revelation of the 
mercy and will of God from heaven, and are in 
all things conſiſtent with the former; and at the 
ſame time they diſcover bleſſings of the moſt 
_ exalted kind, which never could have been known 

by the common light of nature. The ſcriptures 
thetefore reveal the only foundation of our ho 

towards God; the . ſoild ground of phe 
ation as to a future life; and they are the only 
authentic rule of our faith and W in all 
things which relate to divine worſhip, 


Now whatever is of divine authority, muſt for 
that very reaſon, be above all human power, and 
ſuperior. to the authority of every creature; and 
therefore * of Ry inforced by human 
laws 


3 : 


laws: Not ten t bouſand acts of parliament. can 
either enable or oblige any man to believe, even 
that truth and falſhood are different things; that 
contradictions can never be the ſame and alike 3 
or that no part can be equal to its whole; for 
if he ſee not theſe things independent of all hu- 
man laws, not all the divines or legiſlators on 
earth, can make him underſtand ; nor have they 
any right to ordain puniſhments for his folly ; 
becauſe his incapacity and error in this RO 
are not a ſubject of human judicature. 1 


Not all the laws that have been framed in 
Kurape fince the days of Conſtantine, could ever 
produce one additional evidence for the truth of 
holy writ; or make one Chriſtian; or beget true 
faith in any one infidel; or kindle i in the breaſt 
of any one individual a genuine love to the pe- 
culiar precepts of Chtiſt. Neither is it poſſible 
in the nature of things, becauſe theſe events de- 
pend on circumſtances not in the power of any 
civil government to controul. Nay, the utmoſt. 
that human laws can effect, even in thoſe inſtances 
which properly come under the cognizance of 
men, is only to reſtrain by the fear of puniſhment, 
from the commiſſion of ſuch actions as are injue 
rious to the ſtate, and inconſiſtent with the rights 
of ſociety : but they can never change the heart, 
nor can any thing in human nature be more 
foreign from the real principles of morality, or 
of true religion, than compulſive meaſures. 


It is not my intention to repreſent thoſe. as 
innocent who deny the truth of the Goſpel; by 
no means. Unbelief, in oppoſition to the cleareit 
and een evidences from heaven that the 

nature 


| 
| 
| 
| 


CS: -.- 
nature of man is capable of receiving: tauſt be: 
yond all qoubt, be a very great ſin: while at 
bow! ſame time, it clearly proves the influence and 

er of vice over the human heart, according 
to that declaration of Chriſt himſelf, & This is 
<« the condemnation, that light is come into the 
„world, and men have loved darkneſs rather 
<« than light, for their deeds were evil.” Bur nei- 


ther is this /in ever left to the cognizance and deci- 
fion of human laws, nor this condemnation any where 
committed to the prudence and management, to 


the ſuſpenſion or execution of men. Nor in- 
deed is it poſſible, for in that caſe criminals would 
become judges, and very often too over thoſe 
who are leſs guilty; men who neyer thoroughly 
knew themſelves, would determine what degtees 
of light and conviction were in the minds of 
others; how far an inclination to vice, over- 


balanced the dictates of conſcience, and out- 


weighed the force of evidences acknowledged 
in the heart; how far in every caſe, truth 946 
reſiſted from yiciqus rinciples only, and not 
from 1 ignorance and 172 far that ignorance 
itſelf, is excuſable or puniſhable : that is, ſin- 
ful men would uſurp the prerogatives of God 
alone, over thoſe not more defective than them · 
felves, which would be abſolutely one of the 
greateſt crimes that can be committed. And 
ſuch will be the unavoidable conſequences. that 
mult always. follow from every attempt to in- 
force, by human laws, what is of divine au- 
thority. How can we then allow the magiſtrate 
a right to demand, in any cale, under penalties, our 
belief i in the Holy IHC, - nen ene is di- 


vine, 


. 


vine, and to determine what degrees of faith are 
requilite for every preacher of the goſpel ? 


The examination, the ſentence, and puniſhment 
of all unbelievers, and of thoſe who diſobey the 
ſcripture, Chriſt hath reſerved to himſelf; and 
thele are the unalienable rights of him alone, who 
ſearcheth the heart, and trieth the reins of men. 
No ſtate therefore can have any juſt and lawful 
authority to impoſe this, or that, ſyſtem of religion 
upon their ſubjects; becauſe no religion ought. 
to bind the conſcience unleſs divine, and if divine, 
for that very reaſon, it muſt be ſuperior to all human 
laws, and incapable of receiving any additional 
ſanction from men: every attempt therefore of this 
kind, muſt be an invaſion upon the natural rights 
of conſcience, an attack upon the principles of 

divine truth, injurious to every ſyſtem of re- 
ligion, which is thus impoſed; and a crime 
againſt that authority which is equally binding 
on all, and before which is no reſpect of per- 
ſons, We cannot therefore declare, under any 
penaities, our belief of what is divine. at the com- 
mand of a civil magiſtrate, and be innocent; be- 
cauſe ſo far we ſhould encourage what is deroga- 


tory from the honour of God, and deſtructive of | 


our common and divine rights in matters of re- 
ligion and conſcience. 1825 


%* 


| Beſides, there can be no greater folly in 
the world, than for men to enact laws and ſtatutes - 
pronouncing thoſe things to be either true, or falſe, 
which can have no dependence on any creature, 
All obligations to be of this or of that religion, and 
to. provide for our future and eternal Pr, 
N 0 under 


5 
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ander the fanction of penal laws, are juſt as 
abſurd, as an act of parliament would bez which 
mould doom every man to death, who did not 
live as long as he could. To force every preacher 
of the goſpel to ſubſcribe on oath to the truth of 
the goſpel ; to oblige every teacher of arithmetic 
to ſwear that there are ſuch things as addition 
and ſubſtraction; and to compel every profeſſor of 
mathematics, to declare in the moſt ſolemn man- 
ner, under ſevere penaltes, that he believes a 
right line to be ſome thing different from a curve, 
are abſurdities equally great, for which no terms 
can be found ſufficiently expreſſive and ſtrong ; be- 
cauſe the things ſworn to, can receive no poſſible 
lanction from human nature; they muſt remain 
everlaſting truths, independent of all human judg- 
ment, or the will of man; neither can their va- 
lidity derive any ſtrength from the oaths and ſub- 
ſcription of the whole world. 


Thus, Sir, the ſcriptures, becauſe of divine 
| charity; . can never receive any additional 
evidence or ſupport from human laws. Their 
= contents relate to God, and to every man's own 
[| conſcience ; no one therefore can have any right 
|. to inforce their authority, more than another. 
I Thy relate to things equally important to all, 
[ and wherein no man can have any pre-eminence 
= over others; concerning which no body of men 
[| can have any right to determine for the reſt; 
i alnd with reſpe& to which, every individual muſt 
| anſwer for himſelf before that righteous judge, in 
whoſe preſence all diſtinctions will be laid aſide, 
except thoſe of truth and error, of holineſs and 
vice. If we ſubmit therefore, to che reſolutions 
and 
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and deciſions of a civil magiſtrate, concerning 
this divine and intereſting ſubject, we act an un- 
faithful part, both with reſpect to God, and to 
the ſufficiency of his word,z and ſet our ſra 
to that uſurpation which is in the higheſt. degree 
iel, injurious and profane. 


1. 


But it may not be improper if we view this | 
ſodjeck 3 in another light. Whatever is of divine 
authority can never be aboliſhed, or effectually op- 
poſed by any human or created power; and for this 
reaſon, can never want the aſſiſtance of any civil 
government for its ſupport. In ſhort, this truth 
is almoſt, if not altogether ſelt. evident, fo that 
reaſoning and arguments will fcarcely render it 
more. clear. To call in the aid of penal laws, 
in defence of what the whole world can neither 
refute, nor alter, nor ſuppreſs, is a falſe teſti- 
mony concerning the nature and excellence of 
that very thing which is thus defended. Not 
all the men on earth can alter any fact, or ſuppreſs 

any doctine contained in the Scriptures; or refute 
thoſe predictions, and ſigns, and wonders, and 
divine, operations, by which God himſelf con- 
tinues to bear witneſs to the truth of his own 
word. If therefore we cdefire, in any caſe, the 
aſſiſtance of human laws in ſupport of ſcripture, 
we do actually, eicher throvgh ignorance or 
prejudice, . betray the native excellence: of that 
book, and bear a falſe teſtimony concerning thoſe 
divine evidences with Which God himif con- 
firms its truth, and eſtabliſnes its authority over 
the conſciences of men. Every attempt: of this 
Kind evidently inſinuates, that the ſcriptutes would 
Og: D e t 
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not maintain their ground, and keep up their au” 
thority in the world, unleſs abetted, and ſupported 
by the civil magiſtrate, in thoſe reſpective ſtates 
where the Chriſtian religion is profeſſed. But 
nothing can be more injurious to the Holy Scrip- 
tures than ſuch conduct. It argues a neglect, 
if not a contempt of thoſe divine evidences with 


which God hath honoured his word. Apd be- 


ſides, it diſcovers ſome affecting proofs of weak- 


neſs, either to imagine, that human obligations 


can be added to ſuch as are divine, or be ſubſti- 
tuted in the room of thoſe which bear the ſig- 
nature, and contain the gracious will of Heaven. 


If the principle, here laid down, need any 
further ſupport, or if it would be any recom- 
mendation to you, Sir, that it is countenanced 
by ſome. member of the committee; I will call 
in the evidence of your own diſpaſſionate friend, 
For if it be true, as Dr. Stennett affirms, that 
he pays a very ill compliment to his religious 
principles who flies to the ſword in their de- 
% fence; or fondly hopes to obtain ſecurity for 
* them, behind the barriers of worldly emolu- 
ments or penalties, which others may raiſe a- 
bout him,” it will evidently follow, by an 
undeniable conſequence, that hE pays a very ill 


compliment to the ſcripiures which contain the 


principles of his religion, who flies to the ſword 
in their defence, or who fondly hopes to obtain 
ſecurity for them behind the barriers of human 
laws and penalties, which others may raiſe about 
him; and (to purſue the Doctor's own reaſoning) 
« that moment he loſes ſight of the grand ob- 
ect; he betrays a want of confidence TRE 

6c the 


( 21 ) | 


te the great head of the church, he violates his 
* oath of allegiance to his ſovereign, he induces 
&* a ſuſpicion in others, that the truth is not on 
*© the fide of thoſe (holy, Writings and) doctrines. 
« for which he contends ; and in ſhort he weak- 
ly, if not treacherouſſy, abandons them to the 
inſult of oppoſers.“ For which reaſon we 
cannot allow to the magiſtrate a right of de- 
manding, under ſevere penalties, a declaration 
ol our faith in the {criptures ; becauſe ſuch a 
meaſure is utterly inconſiſtent with the truth, 


cc 
(6 


with the honour and ſufficiency of the word of 


God, and with that allegiance which we owe to 
Chriſt our only ſovereign and judge, 


I can alſo call in another committee man, Sir, 


to my aid; Dr. Furneaux, in his Eſay on Tolera- 
tion, hath freely declared, that Abſolute liberty 
in the affairs of religion belongs to us as reaſon- 
able Creatures — It is a right eſſential to our 
nature — This we cannot reſign; we cannot do 


it if we would; And ought not if we could. 


Indeed the whole of his Eſſay is to prove, that the 
Juſt and true doctrine of Toleration, is “ that 


„no penal laws ſhould be enacted which have 


religion for their object +,” To reconcile his 
priaciples with his conduct, in praying, and al- 


lowing, the magiſtrate to enjoin ſubſcription 10 


the ſcriptures, under the ſanction of every penal 
law now in force, is a taſk humbly recommended 
to himſelf, and the Commurtee, by 
Sir, 
yours, &c. 
ot oo OT en & Of . 
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IR, we 17 already. een that math” will 
maintain her own cauſe in ſpite of all oppo-, 
li ſition; and that with .a ſweet enchanting. + ing 
ll ſhe will freque tly draw from the breaſts of men, 
| an honourable teſtimony in her own defence, 
even ar the very inſtant in which they are pur- 
| ſuing ſchemes, injurious to. her intereſt, When- 
| ever men ſeek to enforce by human laws, What 
hi is of divine authority, or to vindicate meaſures 
| | of this Kind; their own arguments will be a 
| full proof of theit folly, and their own lan- 
x guage, through an hidden influence, will ſpeak 
1 in the behalf of that which they wich to con- 
ceal. Not all the legiſlators in the world can 
| wake that falſe, which in itſelf is true, or make 
that true which is in itſelf erroneous. Not 
the - manly indignation of a Radcliff, nor the 
ſpirited verdict of à Kippis, can render even the 
articles of the church of England, the. peft of 
fociery and, the diſgrace of human nature, if they 
| be not ſo in themſelves ; but if ſupported by the 
0 word of God, the cenſure even of theſe candid 
and eminent divines, cannot prevent the influ- 
ence of their doctrines: for truth will walk tri. 
umphant over the graves of her adverſaries, and 
falſneod be obliged one day to hide her face 
with confuſion, though honoured with the great- 
eſt names and mightieſt princes in her defence, 
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If. any thing be of divine authority, it is for 
rhat reaſon only, binding on the conſciences of 
wen; ſo far as it is diſcerned and «cknowledged : 


But 
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But it never can be obligatory on any other acs 
count, than becauſe of its own divine authority. 
If we deny this, we muſt ſuppoſe that the au- 


thority is not altogether divine, which would be 


to. contradict ourſelves. if the boly ſcriptures 
therefore have not a juſt claim to our faith and 
obedience, independent of all the civil govern» 


ments on earth, they can have no juſt claim at 


all. But if their authority be divine, and bind- 
ing on our conſciences, independent of all hu- 
man laws, then our ſubjection is dueg and our diſ- 


obedience criminal, independent of all the edicts 
and ſtatutes of men. And if theſe things be in- 


dependent of all civil governments whatever, it 


then follows, that no ſtate can demand, under the 
ſanction of penal laws, either our belief, or a 


declaration of our belief in the holy ſcriptures, 


without invading that authority which is divine; 
without aſſuming the direction of thoſe things 


which belong only to God; and without affec- 


ting dominion and power over the ſouls of fel- 
low creatures; which would be an inſtance of im- 


piety, and wickedneſs, equal to any poſſible ex- 
ample of unbelief in the ſcriptures. And if any 
body of men requeſt of the government, either, 
to inforce or demand their / belief of ſcripture, 
under the ſanction of penal laws, one or other 
of the following circumſtances muſt be clear and 
evident; either they believe, that divine autho- 
rity alone, is not ſufficient to bind the conſcience, 


and claim ſubjection to the will of heaven, with 


but the aid of human laws; or, they allow that 
the legiſlature have a right to interpoſe as auibo- 


ritative guardiaus in the defence of ſcripture; or 
elle, through an unlauful compliment to the 
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(84. 3 
civil magiſtrate, or from ſome unreaſonable pre? 
Judice, they deliberately aſk him to aſſume that 
authority which is divine. If none of theſe will 
be admitted, only one reaſon more can be aſſigned 
for ſuch a requeſt, which is, that through an 
eagerneſs of mind to . eſcape certain hardſhips 
and ſufferings, to which they are expoſed, they 
never thoroughly weighed the nature and import 
of ſuch an application, nor conſidered attentive- 
ly, the injury, which in this caſe, is done to the 
evidences, and truth of holy writ, the affront 
which is offered to God, the only Lord of conſci- 
ence, and the encouragement which is actually 
given to the moſt wicked and deſtructive of all 
uſurpations in the world. But ſuch an apology 
might have been made likewiſe, for any of the firit 
Reformers, had they, in order to ſave their lives, 
ſubmitted to the DiABOLICAL claims of Rome. 


Dr. Kippis ſays, © The declaration cannot, I 
think, be conſidered, with any degree of ju- 
« ftice, as a human formulary.” It ſhall then be 
conſidered as a divine formulary ; or, as Dr Sten- 
nett is pleaſed to call it, a p1ivinz TEsT ; for 
this makes no difference. Now, have not the le- 
giſlature already as ſtrong and as deciſive proofs 
as can be given, that diſſenting miniſters believe 
the truth of ſcripture, as a revelation from God? 
How can we then admit the magpiſtrate's claim 
to demand, under ſevere, or any penalties, a declara- 
tion of this our faith in the ſcriptures, without 
granting, either that he hath a right to inforce, 
what is of divine authority, (one of the moſt da- 
ring and extenſive invaſions on the prerogatives of 
God that can be either made or allowed ;) or elſe, 
that he is to be conſidered, in ſome ſenſe or 
. . Other 


CY 


33 
other, as the authoritative guardian of ſcrip- 
ture? One or other of theſe muſt be acknow- 
Tedged, and if we admit of either we muſt re- 
ceive both, for they cannot well be ſeparated. 
Whoever be the authoritative guardians, or have a 
right to bear an authoritative teſtimony concerning 
the ſcriptures, they muſt, of conſequence, have 
a right to enforce the belief of ſeripture; and 
that too in what appears to be its proper ſenſe 
and meaning. But theſe things ſtrike at the very 
root both of proteſtantiſm and of chriſtianity; 
for they utterly deſtroy the divine rights of con- 
ſcience z- and are, at the ſame time, the genuine 
baſis of all the ſuperſtition, and tyranny, and abo- 
minations of Rome. This my appear evident 
from facts. 


It is acknowledged on all binde that to have 
the canon of ſcripture clear and certain, is a 
matter of great importance in the buſinefs of 
religion. The Papiſts have laid it down as 
the ground-work of their amazing uſurpations, 
that we can no otherwiſe know the ſcrip- 
ture to be the word of God, or what books 
are canonical, but by the reftimony and autho- 
rity of the church. They confidered themſelves 
as the authoritative guardians and preſervers of 
the word of God; and therefore afſumed rhe 
ee not only of aſcertaining the true ſenſe of 

oly writ, but alſo of ſettling and declaring the 
canon of ſcripture, by means of certain tradi- 
tions delivered down from the times of the 
apoſtles through their hands, as the authentic 
and catholic church. On this account, they 
pretended, that they were the only competent 

judges, 
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judges,. what books ought to be receiyed as di- 


vinely inſpired, and what ought to be rejected; 
as allo, of vs be what was the real mean. 


ing of the ſacre FRA. And you know, Sir, 
to what lengths many of them have carried this 
doctrine. They have boldly affirmed, ſcripturas 
tantum valere quantum Aiſopi fabulas, fi deſlituan- 
tur eccigſiæ authoritate: And upon this principle, 
the council of Trent furniſhed the world with a 


new Bible, and inſerted into their canon all the 
books which go unter the name ph, the ond 
Ih. 


hs Dd wafer CA wie d 


Inches pretenſions, alledge, that the holy ſcrip- 
ture, or written word of God, is ſufficient! of 


itſelf both to prove and to ſupport its own divine 


authority, independent of all human authoritative 


teflimonies whatever; that unleſs we thus believe 


the ſcripture to be the word of God, our faith 


is only human, not divine; that the teſtimony 


of God as known only by the ſcriptures them- 


ſelves, is the reaſon and ground of all true fajih 
in his word; that the ſcripture is binding on the 
conlcience, only becauſe of its own divine autho- 
rity, independent of all the men on earth ; and 


is, for that reaſon, the only and ſuſicient rule 


of our faith and practice in all matters of roli- 
ion and conſcience towards God, Theſe were 
articles of the laſt importance in the judgment of 
our forefathers ; and in their defence, upon this 
ground they were ready to meet all oppoſers; 
and rather than quit it in any cale, they were as 
ready to undergo the ſevereſt trials and perſecu- 


tions. Methinks this noble and faithful witneſs, 


which 


a 


witneſs which they bore againſt all the authorita- 


tive claims of men in ſupport of the word of 
God; as alſo that ſteadineſs and reſolution of 
mind with which they acted in this cauſe, are 


alike worthy of our imitation, if we be the 


genuine Proteſtants which we profeſs ourſelves. 


No ſtate, no magiſtracy whatever, can have a 
right to demand from us, under penalties, a 


declaration of our faith in the ſcriptures as a re- 
velation from God, unleſs we conſider them as 
authoritative guardians of holy writ, and as having 


an authoritative teſtimony in ſupport of the word 
of God: and thus we grant them a full exerciſe. 
of authority in the kingdom of Chriſt. It is not 


1 in any manner to ſeparate theſe things. 
Nor indeed does it ſeem to be your deſire to 

make any exceptions; for according to the al- 
teration which is now propoſed in your intended 


bill, a ſubſcription to the articles is till to be 
continued, that ſuch as prefer this method, to 


your new mode of ſubſcription, may, if they 
pleaſe, qualify in the old form. You do there- 
fore grant to the legiſlature, both a right to in- 
force their ſenſe of ſcripture, and aiſo to de- 
mand, under penalties, a declaration of your be- 
lief in the holy ſcriptures as a revelation from 


God; otherwiſe, they cannot have it in their 
power to indulge you with ſuch an honourable 
choice. There wanted nothing but this altera- 
tion to render all your meaſures truly conſiſtent. 
Now your plan has received its finiſhing ſtroke. 


The wile 18 complete, But no civil govern- 
ment can make ſuch claims without 2 dating 


uſurpation of the prerogatives of God alone; 


nor the miniſters of Chritt comply. with ſuch de- 


84 8 _ mands, 5 


mands, without the guilt of treaſon , their 
Lord and Saviour, 8 


5715 hus, ſir, your intended bill, on every ben 
8 ple whatever, ſtrikes at the very root oſ Pro- 
teſtantiſm and of Chriſtianity. It connects even 
the word of God itſelf with an intermediate hu- 
mam authority for its ſupport ; cuts off the di- 
vine and unalienable rights. of conſcience, and 
aboliſhes that religious liberty wherewith Chriſt 
hath made us free. "You grant to the legiſlature ' 
a right to demand from us, under ſevere penalties, 
2 declaration of our belief in the ſcriptures as 
a revelation, from God, The demand reſpects 
What is Divine; and it calls for that faith, 
which is grounded on Divine evidences, which 
is the reſult of a Diving power, and which is the 
belief of a Divine teſtimony, far ſuperior to the 
witneſs! of men. It is even in your own eſteem 
a demand of what is Divine ; for Dr. Kippis 
aſſerts it again and again, chat the declaration 
cannot be conſidered as an human formulary; and 
calls it the open acknowledgement of a Divine | 
AuTroriTY. Now this of conſequence grants 
the magiſtrate likewiſe a right to inforce the be- 
lief of Teripture. For if he have no right to in- 
join the belief of the word of God, he can have 
no right to demand a declaration of our faith in 
that reſpect. Nothing can be more. obvious. 
hu, in both theie particulars, you grant the 
© magiſtrate a right to aſſume that authority which 
3s Diving, and to exerciſe dominion over the 
fouls of men. You alſo allow him to ſettle 
and to eſtabliſh by a law, the terms on which 
he will permit us as miniſters of the goſpel, 
| OY” | 0 
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to n our reſpective offices. You do 
therefore in this inſtance, yield him a power 
over the conſcience, while you pray both the con- 
tinuance and exerciſe of an authority in the church 
of Chriſt, which is merely human, contrary to 
the word of God, and in conſiſtent with that al- 
legiance which you yourſelves have declared be- 
longs only to your Saviour and judge. The 
magiſtrate can have no right, on account. of re- 
ligion only, to take away from men, either 
liberty, goods, lands, or any civil domeſtic ad- 
vantage whatever; whereas you not only allow, 
but even propoſe to the government to inforce 
the N mentioned claims by fines, by impriſon- | 
ments, or by a forfeiture of the rights and com- 1 
forts of ſociety, together with an excluſion from 7 
our miniſterial duties, as the ſervants of Chriſt, 
and from that worſhip of God which is agreeable 
to the dictates of dur on conſcience, Theſe 
are facts, which however artfully concealed, or 
ſmoothly ' paſſed over in your publications, can 
never be denied with the leaſt degree of truth or 
Juſtice. Theſe are facts, which undermine the 
whole foundation of proteſtantiſm; and in which 
you lay afreſh the ground work of all the abomi- 
nations and tyranny of Rome : while at the ſame 
time, you unhappily obſcure, if not utterly extin- 
guiſh the riſing day of a free toleration, almoſt 
, at the very inſtant, in which its pure and reviving 
light began to dawn on our kindom, It was, Sir, 
juſtly expected from you, that inſtead of offering 
a diſhonourable compromiſe, you would have 
nobly ſtood up in defence of the divine and 
unalienable ris ohts of conſcience, and of that 
deſerved freedom from bale, cruel, and 19n0- 


minious 
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minious puniſhments, which is on every principle 
in nature, the facred and undoubted right of all 
faithful, honeſt, and peaceable ſubjects, of the 
ſtate. But, alas ! you have now cut off all our 


hopes of enjoying our own birthright, and have 


ſhut up our paſt flattering proſpects, as it were in 
e darkneſs. 


The apologies of your advocates concerning 
theſe things, are well ſuited to the cauſe which 
they have taken upon them to defend. Surely, 
„ ſays Dr. Kippis, the open acknowledgement 
Jof a divine authority, though it be in the pre- 
* ſence, and even at the requiſition of the ma- 
* giſtrato, does not infer the acknowledgement 
« of a human authority!“ Let this ſtrange aſ- 
ſertion for once be granted. But a compliance 
with the demands of magiſtracy, to declare and 
ſubſcribe, under ſevere penalties, our belief in 
the ſeripture; and that too as one of the terms 
on which we are allowed to exerciſe our miniſtrz 
in the church of Chriſt, does actually prove, even 
to a demonſtration, the acknowledgement of a 

human authority in thoſe things which belong D 
the only Lord of conſcience, And our fubmil. 
ſion in this caſe is unlawful, unſcriptural, and an 
act of treaſon againſt our 5 rightful Sovereign 
and Judge, in all things whict relate to our reli- 
Sous faith and worſhip. | Our obedience, ſays 

* the Doctor, to a pivine AUTHORITY, is what 
we ſhould ever be ready to maintain, though 
at the hazard of the greateſt temporal evils, 0 
there can be no reaſon for refuſing to afferc. it, 
when the aſſertion of it is the means of avoid- 
" wy the moſt ſevere calamities, and of obtainin 


% the 
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« the moſt important benefits.“ "An -obliga® 
tion to obey a Divine AUTHORITY ALONE, in 
matters of religion and conſcience, is the very 
reaſon as you yourſelves well know, why 
many of your brethren,” both in the city and in 
the country, cannot comply with your intended 
bill; becauſe bat is an actual ſubmiſſion, under 
ſevere penalties, to a human' authority in the 
church of Chriſt. Such is their reverence for 
the Divine AauTroRITY, that they had rather 
ſuffer the greateſt temporal evils, than be guilty 
of treaſon againſt. their only Lord and Saviour. 
Their: fear of him who can deſtroy. the foul, 
teaches them to diſregard the vain threatnings of 
men againſt the body. But, ſays the Doctor, 
& What is it that uſually, and as Chriſtians, we 
* mean by human authority, in matters of reli- 
« gion?” A pertinent queſtion, which ſhould 
MY been thought of before; and then perhaps 
his own anſwer to it would have been ſomewhat 
more diſtin, * Is it not, ſays the Doctor, the 
_ «' 1mpoſition of articles, creeds, and confeſſions, 
« and the inſiſting upon terms of communion, 
Which our bleſſed Saviour hath not appointed?“ 
The civil government nevet conſidered our ſub- 
ſcription to the articles as a term of communion, 
but as one of the terms on which they permit us 
to worſhip God in our own way, as diſſenting 
from their communion and mode of worſhip. 
But if the impoſition of articles, creeds, and 
_ confeſſions, however true in themſelves, be terms 
Which our bleſſed Saviour hath not appointed; I 
aſk then, when or where did either Chriſt or the 
| | , apoſtles, 
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demand under ſevere penalties from the miniſters 
of his divine kingdom, a declaration of their 
belief in the ſcripture, as one of the terms on 
which they are to be allowed to preach his goſ- 
pel? If no example can be found, it then fol- 
lows upon the Doctor's own principle, that this is 
an inſtance of human authority in matters of re- 
ligion. And thus his own arguments are directed 


But, ſays the Doctor, by the declaration we 
&« renounce, and enter our proteſt againſt any ſuch 
claims, arid ſtand vp for the liberty to which we 

* are called by the goſpel 1” Neguto miruri /atis, 
By the declaration, you do on every principle in 
nature, confirm to the magiſtrate, claims no where 
appointed in the word of God ; and ſubmit to an 
authority in matters of religion which is merely 
human, and thus abandon the liberty to which 
you are called by the goſpel. Dr. Kippis might 
have aſſerted, with equal propriety, that you 
never made any application at all to the legilla- 
ture, on the ſubje& of religion! But he con- 
tinues his defence in ſuch. a manner as almoſt 
renders it doubtful, whether he be ſerious or not. 
beg leave, ſays the Doctor, here to repeat, 
that Lam not pleading for the religious autho- 
« rity of the civil magiſtrate, which I by no 
means conſider as extending to the requiſition 
of the declaration agreed to by the committee, 
however properly and juſtly it might be com- 
„ plied with on their part.“ What then is the 
Doctor pleading for? Is he not defending thoſe who 
comply with the demands of the legiſlature in the 
5 e decla- 
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declaration of their faith ? If the magiſtrate's an: 
thority do not extend to the requiſition of the 
declaration agreed to by the committee, how 
conld he then as a member of the committee agree 
to it? If the magiſtrate have no right to demand 
ſuch a declaration, how is it poſſiblſe that it ever 
ſhould be properly and juſtly complied with on your 
part? In ſhort, . Sir, your advocate does upon 
the Whole totally abandon your cauſe, and pro- 
nounce it altogether unjuſtifiable. Hear his own 
words that immediatly follow. The authority 
of the civil magiſtrate doth not reach to mat- 
ters of conſcience. According to the true 
« principles of legiſlation, and government, an- 
« act ought to be paſſed of general toleration, 
and nothing required of any ſubject, or body 
of men, but a ſecurity for their, peaceable be- 
„ haviour, as members of the community.“ 
And in another place he thus expreſſes his mind 
with a becoming freedom and dignitʒ; I am 
olf opinion, that the magiſtrate hath no right 
« to interpoſe in religious matters, ſo as to jay 
„ any reſtraint upon, or to preſcribe àxv tet: 
to thoſe who behave as peaceable ſubjects.“ 
This is a noble and faithful teſtimony, ſpoken in - 
the language of genuine proteſtantiſm. But, 
why the very ſame perſon, who affirms that the 
magiſtrate hath no right to lay any reftrant, or 
to preſcribe Au teſt in matters of religion, 
ſhould yet in this caſe, go to the magiſtrate, and. - 
requeſt, him to lay a reſtraint, and to preſcribe a 
teſt, under the ſanction of penal /aws, is a cir- 


4 


Vid, page 69. 
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cumſtance for which 1 can give no ſatisfactory 
account. Nor, will your ingenuous and learned 
advocate, I apprehend, cenſure any one for not 
. an example ſo doubtful and precarious. 


There is one paſſage concerning this article in 
Pr. Stennet's excellent pamphlet, which muſt 
not be omitted: Some nevertheleſs, (ſays that 
. difpaſſionare writer). might apprehend that 
« the making even this declaration, in order 
to obtain a legal ſecurity againſt penal laws, 
« would imply in it an acknowledgement that 
<« the civil magiſtrate hath'a right to abtidge 
ce men, otherwiſe good ſubjects, of their natural 
« claims, for not conforming to a declaration 
c of faith, he impoſes.” And, indeed, this 


| ſeems to be unanſwerable. But 1 ſhould im- 


, 


ine that no ſkilful writer would raiſe an objec- 
tion againſt his own argument, which he could 


not cafily refute, Let us therefore hear the 


Doctor's reply. But, ſays he, this does not 


* appear; it would indeed I Ty, an acknow- 
fledgement of the civil magiſt 


te's power, but 
not of his right.“ The diſtinction itſelf, is 
WER eee l fairly 


8 ” * . 


*The Jeſoits maintain the three following curious articles, 


| That it is a matter of perfect indifference, from what motives 


men obey the laws of God, provided his laws are obeyed— 


That perſons may tranſgreſs with ſafety, who have a probable 


reaſon and argument for tranſgreſſion — And that actions in- 
trinſically evil, and contrary to the divine laws, may be in- 


nocently performed by thoſe who are capable of directing 


their intention to a proper and laudable end—As an illuſtra- 


tion of this laſt article, the following! is borrowed from Dr. 


Maclaine“--An eccleſiaſtic who is engaging in the purchaſe of 
a benefice, in order to direct his intention properly, he muſt 


turn 
6 Ecel. Hist. to. Ed. Vol. II. P. 385. 
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fairly and honeſtly ſtated. But upon this prin- 
ciple we may be juſtified in ſubmitting to all un- 
lawful demands whatever, of any civil govern- 
ment, or uſurped authority; ſince our ſubmiſſion 
under ſevere penalties would not imply an acknow- 
ledgement of their right, but only of their power 
to abridge us of out natural claims, and to take 
away {rom us the comforts of life. C 
| ALPERT aro e 


turn away his thoughts from the crime of ſimony, which be 2 
is committing, to ſome lawful purpoſe, ſuch as that of ac- 
quiring an ample ſubſiſtence, or that of doing good by in- 

ſtructing the ignorant, and the action in this caſe will be in- 

nocent! But the ſubſequent paſſage was written /ero!es1y, 
and is taken from the firft Edition of Dr. Kippis's * Vindi- 
cation as an example of all the three articles. The ſub. 

« mitting to an unjuſt demand, does not imply an acknow- 

« ledgement of the authority by Which it is made. Such 

% a demand, may be honeſtly complied with, when we only | 
e teſtify a truth, in order to avoid a real evil, and to gain | 

« an important good.” Here we ſee, if a truth is but de- =_— 

clared, the action is right ; though it may be in compliance 4 
with an aui demand, yet that alteis not the caſe. We :.,. 
may comply with an unjuſt demand ſafely, which is in fact 

to tranſgreſs, when we haves ſuch a reaſon for it as this, in 
order to avoid a real evil; and fuch a compliance, which 

in truth is iztri2/ically evil, may yet be honeſtly made, when 
it is“ to gain an important good: this in the language of 

Jeſuitiſm, is to have our thoughts turned away from the 
crime to {ome laudable purpoſe! Dr. Stennet's reaſoning 
in the above paſſage ſuppoſes all the afſertions of Dr. Kippis. 

It ſeems we may ſubmit to an unjuſi demand in order to ob- 
tain a leg il ſeeurity againſt penal laws: this, we are told, 
does not prove that the magiſtrate hath a right to abridge 
us of our natural claims; 1“ It would indeed, (ſays our 

6+ very free and difipaſſionate writer.) imply an acknowledge- 

«& mont of the civil magiſtrate's power, but not of his right. 
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Is ſhort, Sir, the beſt apologies that. your pro- 
feſſed advocates are able to make, only ſerve to 
ſnow that your cauſe is indefenſible, either upon 
the principles of chriſtianity or of proteſtantiſm, 
and that your intended bill is utterly inconſiſtent 
with the reaſon of our diſſent from the eſtab- 


liſhed religion, I cannot therefore, without e- 


qual wonder and regret, hear thoſe very miniſters 


(for many of whom I have the higheſt eſteem), 


ſolicit by their own voluntary petition, for a con- 
firmation of that human authority, in the king- 
dom of Chriſt, which they themſelves have ſo 
often nobly refuſed; ſo often juſtly cenſured and 
expoſed; and which they have ſo many times 

clearly proved by unanſwerable arguments, to be 

unlawful,- unſcriptural, and injurious upon every 


principle! You give to the papiſt an occaſion of 
triumph, while he takes hold of the arguments 
here offered, in defence * all che e ene 


| and 
4 A nn therefore with the en tt airs 


“& in this inſtance, could ſcarce: be ſuppoſed to affect the 


% conſcience of any Diſſenting Miniſter.” The Diſſenting 
Miniſters are not at all indebted to this rath and inconſiderate 


Apologiſt, for his unfriendly compliment. The only tbing 


that can be ſaid in his defence is, that he neither ſaw tlie 
force of his own reaſoning, nor the turn of his language; 
for the paſſage as it ſtands, is abſolutely a ſevere refleftion | 


vpon a truly reſpectable body of men. But I am perſuaded 


that every conſcientious Diſſenting Miniſter throughout the 
kingdom, deteſts all ſuch diſtinctions both in theory and in 
practice. And it would be to the honour of theſe two gentle- 
men entirely to eraſe from every page of their reſpective Vin- 
-dications, all Jeſuitical evaſions of this kind, which are a dif- 


grace to Proteſtant writers. Dr. Kippis, indeed has altered 


the above paſſage in his ſecond Edition, but ſtill the princi- 


ple is retained, though expreſſed in qorter terns, and fer- 5 


haps in a leſs offenſive manner. See p. 66. ad ed. 
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and tyranny of Rome. You lay the deiſt, un- 
der a temptation of deſpiſing the chriſtian reli- 


gion, while he ſees the legiſlature on one hand, 


and the miniſters of the goſpel on the other, 
unite in connecting the holy ſcripture itſelf, with 


the authoritative teſtimonies of men; and in 
eſtabliſhing powers and claims fo deſtructive of 


the common rights of human nature, and ſo con- 
trary to the ſenle and reaſon of mankind! 4 
And beſides; no real advantage is gained * all 


this. The new mode of ſubſcription does actual- 
ly confirm the magiſtrate's authority to inforce 


doctrinal articles, as they are called. We muſt, 


«, ſays the great and learned Dr. Owen, believe 
62) wel Arg and the things revealed, with the 


« ſame kind of faith, or we bring confulion on 
„ the whole work of believing; No man living 


* can diſtinguiſh in his experience between that 
© faith, where with he believes the ſcripture, and 
„ that, where with he believes the doclrine of it: 


nor ĩs there any ſuch diſtinction or difference inti- 


mated in the ſcripture i itſelf; but all our believing 
«1s abſolutely retolved into the authority of God 


„ revealing. ——For: the faith whereby we be. 
lieve Jeſus Chriſt to be tbe ſen of God, is on all 
occaſions \ abſolutely melted down into that, 


N 
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« whereby we believe the ſcriptures to be the word 


* of Gad.“ Theſe juſt and pertinent remarks 
carry with them their own evidence; they do 
not want additional proofs, for they are equally 
clear, and full, and ſtrong. If the magiſtrate 


have no proper authority to require from me a 
ſubſeription to theſe articles, that Jeſus Chriſt is 
the ſon of God; that he died as 4 ſacrifice; and 


"by once offered to bear tlie ſins of many 3 that. ö 


he 
6 Reafott of rad, p. 77, 78. 


he toſe from the dead; and that he aſcended into 
heaven; neither can the magiſtrate have any 
poſſible right to demand of me a ſubſcription to 
this important truth, that the Scriptures are 
divinely inſpired, and contain the revealed will, 
of God. If there be any reaſon why he ought not 
to requeſt the one; there is the ſame reaſon. why 
he ought not to demand the other, If my com- 
pliance with the one, be an act of treaſon againſt 
the only Lord of conſcience, ſo is my ſubmiſſion to 
the other. For no man can believe the ſcriptures 
to be of divine authority, without believing, that 
Jeſus Chriſt is the ſoa of God that he died a ſa-- 
crifice for ſin, the juſt for the unjuſt; and that he 
roſe again; with other things. of equal impor- 
tance. Would it be right in the legiſlature, to de- 
mand a fubſcription under ſevere penaities, to thele 
three articles? And would your compliance be 
Juſt and reaſonable? Would it be a declaring, 
what vou ought to declare, at the hazard of 
the greateſt temporal evils” ? Nay could you, 
“in this caſe, refule to tell your names and pro- 
feſſionꝰ as preachers of theſe doctrines? But 
if you have any juſt and reafonable objections 
againſt ſubſcribing to theſe doctrinal articles, 
however true in themſclves, the ſame objections 
muſt be equally ſtrong and valid againſt a fubſcrip- 
tian to the truth of Holy writ, Neither can it be 
alledged, that theſe articles are eplications of ferip- 
ture; for they ate the expreſs language and afler- 
tions of the word or God. He that ſigns there- 
fore to the truth of the one, muſt upon every 
Principle ſubicribe io the truck and authority of 
che other. Neither can there be any poſſible, ſolid 
n | reaſon 


__ 
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ien. for ſubſcribing to the ode, bur what equa 
binds with reſgect to the other; not any idee 
objections againſt the one, "but what are equally 
ſtrong in appoſition to the other. If the ſcript 
be from heaven, their aſſertions” and Achat 
tions muſt, for that very reaſon, be conſidered as 
clear, as ſatisfactory, | as deciſive, and of divine. 
authority. From hence it will appear evident, 
that upon whatever principle we allow to the. 
civil magiſtrate a right to inforce the authority 
ſcripture ; upon the very ſame principle, we muſt 
allow him a right to inforce the declarations, and 
aſſertions of ſcripture. For who. ever heard, or. 
who cap. conceive, of a right to inforce any laws, 
or edifts, or writings, without a right to inforce. 
their meaning? Infnvations of this kind would 
be 4 much. fitter ſubject for laughter than for 
reaſoning, were they not unhappily connected with. 
things of the laſt importance. No doctrinal ar- 
tos can be true in themſelves, unleſs they be the 
declarations, and aſſertions of ſcripture. If theres 
tare; the civil magiſtrate, go out of his province, 
when he makes the belief of certain docteines the 
condition of his protection and indulgence“; he 
maſt alſo go out of his province when he makes the 
belief ot tcripture, the condition of his protection 
and indulgence, If he, in the one caſe, aſſume 
a power to. which he hath no claim and the 
exerciſe of which is equally injurious to the 
honour of the ſupreme Being, and to the happi- 
neſs of mankind, fo he mult do in the other, 
If, to aſſert that the fundamental doctrines of 
goſpel, ſtand in need of the aid of human laws 
to ſupport them, be the highett reflection upon 
thole 
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thoſe doctrines,“ ſo it will be tha higheſt reflection 
upon the ſacred. ſcriptures even fo ſuppole that 
they need the aid of theſe very ſame laws for their 
ſupport... For the FuxpamexTat. doctrines of 


the goſpel, differ not from, the goſpe! itſelf,” . 


Thus, Sir, I think it is clear and evident "ot 
ond all reasonable diſpute, that we never can be 
conſiſtent proceſtants, while we either ſubmit; or 
vindicate a ſubmiſſion, to claims, and demands 
of this kind. For the faith of all true Chriſtians who 
cConſtitute the churches of Chriſt, the order of his 
worſhip, the quahifications and duties of his mini- 
ſters, are all ſettled and determined in the ſcripture, 
that infalliable word of God; and are therefore, 

no where, in any circumſtance; left to the pleaſure 
or diſcretion of the magiſtrate? The ſeripture 
being divinely inſpired, is of itſelf ſufficent both 
to prove and to ſupport its own divine authority, 
independent of all the autboritative teſtimonies, 
or demands of any civil government on earth. 
On no other principle can we vindicate our diſ- 
ſept either from the eſtabliſned religion, or from 
the Church of Rome. Here, though ſurrounded 
wirh threatning dangers, all chriſtians reſt ſecure, 
as upon a broad and ſolid rock, whoſe foundation 
reacheth even to the centre, againſt which, no 
artifice, no ambition of men, no power, no malice 
of che eren world 1 85 ever Aren 


kam, Sir, + FILM. 10 
1 Tours, ce. 
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Sits give me 1 now to, take notice of the 

true reaſon of your application to parliament, 
which will throw ſome light on your conduct, 
chat muſt otherwiſe, remain unaccountable. It is 
well-known} that your intended bill was neither 
propoſed, nor thought of, by the Calviniſtic mi- 
niſters : Nor indeed is it likely that ſuch a ſcheme 
ſhould ever be introduced by men of that per- 
ſuaſion; ſince they can receive no real advantage 
by its ſucceſs. They have indeed always ſhown the 
utmoſt readineſs to promote liberty of conſcience, 
even in thoſe things, wherein their own was not 
intereſted. The preſent inſtance is a full proof; 
and the real cauſe, why all did not join with you, 
in your late application, is this, many of them 
conſider. your new mode of ſubſcription, either 
in itſelf, or in the circumſtances with which it is 
connected, as utterly inconſiſtent with the dictates 
of their own conſciences, and with the religious 
liberty of other men. For notwithſtanding all 
that hath . been ſaid to the contrary, it is clear 
and obvious to the whole world, that your p- 
Plication for relief, as it is called, aroſe oxLY from 
difficulties, winch reſpect a ſubſcription to par- 
Genn Goarines, and not from objections which 
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relate to the magiſtrate's authority in requiring 


a ſubſcription. This is notorious, from Dr. Krippis's 
Vindication, from the Whole of Mr Mauduit's 


pamphlet which the committee ordered to be 
ſent into the country with their letter of 
advice; and from other publications on the ſame 


ſubject, And the truth of this circumſtance 
is almoſt ſelf-evident, from the very terms of 
the propoſed at: And, whereas many 


„ ſych perſons ſcruple to declare their appro- 
<« bation of and to ſybſcribe the ſaid articles — 


* ſhall allo make and ſubſcribe a declaration“. 4 


Here is an undeniable fact, that you have no ob- 

jetion to the magiſtrate's avthoriry in requiring 
a ſubſcription; but only ro thoſe particular doc- 
trines, which are to be fubſeribed according to 
the toleration act. Nothing can be plainer, if 
facts, if a ſubmiſſion to thoſe very laws which 
you yourſelves humbly and freely requeſt of the 
legiſlature, have any real meaning. But there 
are other proofs at hand equally "clear and de- 
eiſive. 


Thoſe mioithers who 1 the 1 would 


be exactly in the ſame ſtate, ſhould your propoſed 


RY” 


applications at length become ſucceſsful. They 
believe the doctrines now to be ſubſcribed, as 
contained in the word of God; and of conſe- 
quence believe them as the aſſertions of ſcripture. 
And according to your new plan they muſt ſtill ſub- 
ſcribe, and that too, with far leſs honour to them- 
jeves ; not as if the articles were ſuperior to the 
ſeriptutes; nor yes as if the anticles were not e 
| | tain 


* See the copy of the bit pabliſed with Mr. Mauduit caſe | 


A243 | 
tained in the ſcriptures, but their 1 new ſubſcription 
muſt be in conſequence of a public teſtimony 
againſt chat very ſenſe in which they underſtand 
the word of God, The miniſters who diſpelieve 
the articles now to be ſubſcribed, are the on 
perſons that obtain any kind of relief from your 
intended bill; and that relief is ſtill connected 
with a ſubſcription,” under penalties, inforced by 
the authority of the magiſtate: From nel 
it is obvious, deny it as much as you pleaſe, 
that you can have no poſſible motive in your 
application to parliament, but à releaſe from 
the obligation of fubſcribing ſuch doctrinal articles 
as are offenſive in your own eſteem. ' You have 
no objection tb ſubſcription itſelf, ot to the ma- 
giſtrate's authority in the church of Chriſt, for you 
have actually prayed to the government for the 


continuance of both, under the ſame me as 
before. : RC Yor 6 | hore fects 4 


Let any man of common alerting frame 
an anſwer in his own mind, to the following 
queſtion. Why the very fame miniſters, wh 
refuſe” to ſubſcribe the articles of the Church of 
England, and who have alid ſpoken and written 
againſt them, with what may be termed an 
indecent rage, ſhould nevertheleſs petition the 
bead of that- very church, that in the room of 
theſe articles, they may be allowed to ſubſcribe, 
the truth of ſcripture, as a revelation from God? 
Can any other reply be made with the leaſt | 
appearance of truth and juſtice, rhan. thar, in 
their opinion, the articles to be lubſcribed, 
are not contained in the ſcripture ; bur that 


G | . 
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they believe their own ſentiment; to be: contained 
in 1 word of God: they have no objec- 
tion to religious ſubſeription as ſuch,. or to the ma- 
giſtrate's autboriiy in the church of Chriſt, when 
conducted agreeably to their own mind. Is it not 
evident, that you gain no other advantage by 
your intended bill, then a public teſtimony a- 
gainſt thoſe doctrinal articles, and a releaſe from 
ſubſcribing their truth? How then can he who 
really believes the articles to be ſubſcribed, as 
contained in the word of God, ever join in an 
application upon ſuch terms, without joining in 
a very ſevere proteſt againſt his own faith-? For 
vou are both ſtill left under obligations, ſub- 
ſcription, fines, impriſonments, and other penal- 
ties. Theſe things can never be refuted, till the 


nature and truth of facts already Paid; can be 
altered. 


Here, i you may find this FE” Ws Bo that 
oppoſition which you haye felt from ſome mi- 
niſters in London. It is not to be ſought for, from 
bigotry and intolerance, as Dr. Stennett is pleaſed 
to inſinuate; nor from unfriendly moriyes to their 
brethren, as Dr,  Kippis imagines ; but from 
hence, that they cannot join in a public oppoſition 
to, and diſayowal of, their own faith, Can you ſay, 
that they ought to be cenſured for this > Would 
you do ſuch a thing yourſelves ? Will you affirm 
that the rights of conſcience ate limited to thoſe 
who cannot believe the doctrinal articles? And 
that their rehef only is to be regarded? ſurely not. 
Ang yet you ſeem to have ated upon this prin- 
Fiple, as will appear Fry ſtrong evidences. 


Lou 


„ 1 


You have an undoubted right to the fub enjoy- 
ment of liberty in all religious concerns: But in 
order to obtain it, you have no buſineſs to force 
other men either into bondage, or into an actual 
abuſe of their owa judgment concerning the 
word of God? Mr. Hitchin, with great ſin- 
cerity and frankneſs, hath ſpoken the truth with- 
out any affectation. I would not have a Soci- 
<« nian perſecuted for denying the Deity and a- 
« tonement of Chriſt, any more than I would a2 
«© Jew for blaſpheming my _ Meſſiah, or deny- 
« ing that the true Meſſiah is yet come; tenets 
ein my opinion equally dangerous to Chriſtianity; 
« nor would I dare to uſe one mean to prevent 
« their obtaining liberty to worſhip their ownGod, 
„ in their own way, Let ſuch aſk liberty, but 
ce not with my name. Were J to join in ſuch an 
« application, I muſt eventually declare that 
the doctrinal articles of the Church of Eng- 
« land are dark, unſcriptural, diſputable. This 
« cannot do; and becauſe I cannot, I am cen- 
« ſured as intolerant.“ This alone, Sir, is a full 
anſwer to all charges of that kind, ſo often brought 
againſt your oppoling brethren in London, and 
ſo clearly unjuſt and groundleſs.- 


But your new project of relief, is attended 
with ſome other circumſtances which muſt not 
be over-· looked. Are not the committee reſolved, 
if they can, to obtain a law which will oblige 
every diſſenting miniſter, as ſuch, to ſubſcribe un- 
der ſevere penalties, to the truth of ſcripture, at 
the demand of the magiſtrate, whatever may be 
the ſcruples of his conſcience with reſpect to 
Mr. Hitchin's Pam. p. 26. 1 


* 
1 


( 46 ) 
theſe claims of civil government? Did you con. 
ſult 4 tenth part of the diſſenting miniſters in 
the city, not to ſay in the kingdom, or any be- 
ſides yourſelves, the faithful Committee, on the 
new mode of ſubſcription, before you made your 
late application to parliament? But if your bill 


had been attended with the ep ſucceſe, they 


muſt have all been laid immediately, under equal 
obligations of complying with its terms; with- 
out being allowed any time for reflection! Have 
you ever yet made any proper and laudable ap- 
plication to thoſe finiſters who are ſituated in 
the different parts of the kingdom? Did you 
ever ſend to your brethren in the country any 


previous notice concerning thoſe alterations in 


your bill, which were reſolved on among your- 
ſelves towards the cloſe of December 1772 ? 
Nay have you as yer thought proper to give any 
notice at all? Why then, Sir, ſhould it be 
thought. ſtrange, a ſome of your brethren in 
London oppoſe your meaſures * ? Bur theſe Wr 
I willingly diſmiſs. 


By your requeſt le the indes bill, you- do f 


in effect pray, that all thoſe proteſtant diſſenting 


miniſters, who cannot comply with your new 


terms of ſubſcription, may be left under all thoſe 
_ penalties, which even in your own account, are 
_ ** fo ſevere and unjuſt, that every ingenuous and 
« }iberal man ſtarts back with horror at the recital 
of them.” Nay they are penalties, which, AL 
Dr. Kippis juſtly obſerves, “even bigotry it- 
+ ſelf ſcarce dares to call for the exaction of, in 


the preſent age.” Yet even to all thele penalties, 


you do endeavour to expoſe many of your Bre- 
thren, under the ſanction of new and additional 
laws! 


* 
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laws! Are theſe your tender mercies? 1s this 
your kindneſs? Is this your zeal for the rights 


of conſcience ? —— Thoſe | ſingular hardſhips, 
and that ſevere oppreſſion under which the Puri- 


trans have often laboured, and to which they have 


always been expoſed, had their origin in the jeal- 
ous and haughty breaſt of Queen Elizabeth. 
That princeſs, 1n the matter of religion, was per- 
haps a more deteſtable character than her ſiſter. 
The blind and ſuperſtitious Mary, nurſed up in 


thick darkneſs, took away at once the lives of 
Nonconformiſts ; but Elizabeth, in the midſt of 


clear light, and with a ſtrong penetrating eye, 
took away from them all the enjoyments, privi- 
leges, and advantages of life; life itſelf ſhe left, 
to increaſe their puniſhments, to prolong their 
ſufferings, and to compleat her own cruelty. 
Now ſuch confcieatious miniſters, as cannot com- 
ply with your intended plan, you leave expoſed 


to the horrid laws of that Queen, with others of 


the like kind, which have fo often made the 


blood run chill through your tender hearts. Do, 


Sir, recollect the ſhocking ideas, under which 
your own advocates have deſcribed thoſe laws; 
and the bitter language with which your friends 
have ſpoken againſt thoſe who oppoſed your in- 
tended bill for relief; then tell us, what we ſhall 
jay of you, who have, in effect, prayed, that 
ſuch as do not chooſe to comply with your new 
mode of ſubſcription, may be left to feel the 


dreadful effects of thoſe cruel laws, at the thought 


of which ye yourſelves have ſo often trembled ? 
Bur give me leave to aſk, Sir, whether a non- 
— with your new terms of ſubſeription 
* aac in the eſteem of your brethren, merit 


. c fuch 
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ſuch ſevere penalties? « fo ſhocking. to every 
«* idea of juſtice and humanity?” If not, how 
can it be reconciled with your character either as 
Chriſtians or Proteſtants, or as Men, to take no 
notice of this circumſtance ; never once to inti- 
mate the propriety of leflening thoſe heavy fines, 
or of removing thoſe inhuman obligations? Let 
me tell you, Sir, that without ſome attempts of 
this kind, time itſelf will not wear away your 
reproach ; future ages will bluſh to hear your 
ſhame, while the faithful page of hiſtory re- 
lates, ** That the rational diſſenters, in their 
« applications to government in the years 1772 
« and 1773, had no one motive in view, but a 


" a > A A a a; ee” . > 


<« releaſe from the obligation to ſubſcribe certain 8 
« doctrinal articles which are dark and un- | 
« ſcriptural in their own eſteem; That they : 
& even aſked the continuance of ſubſcription It- | 
« ſelf, and alſo of the magiſtrate's authority in Ml © 
« the church of Chriſt, inforced under the ſame p 
60 penalties as before. And that under the ſanc- Mt © 
« tion of new and additional laws, either through 3 
« negligence or treachery, they left all thoſe Y 
„ who could not comply with choke new mode of x 
« ſubſcription expoſed to, nay prayed to keep a 
e them under thoſe inhuman puniſhments which 3 
they themſelves had deſcribed in all the lan- . 
guage of dreadful horror! Such was the pro- h. 
« grels of toleration in that enlightened age LY MY 
ce jtis often called by the writers of thoſe times, * 
This, Sir, is a conciſe and faithful account of of 
facts, not to be gainſayed by any one of the e 


candid committee. 
It hath been often ſaid, that thoſe wha dent 


from the preſent application, would not be in a 
worſe 
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worſe Sede ſhould the meaſures ſacceed. It 
is a naked and bold aſſertion. . 6 1 ſhould have 
« deemed. it, ſays Dr. Kippis, aboſutely my 
« duty to refuſe, conceding, to the declaration of 
W © the bill, if I. had apprehended, that it would 
&« have left any ſcrupulous brother in a worſe 
<< ſtate than he was before. But as the committee 
W «<<. were perſuaded, that this would not have been 

| « the caſe, and underſtood that ſome declaration 
« was expected, they were deſirous of obtaining 
« an important addition to religious liberty, in 
« 4 way, which they believed, conſiſtent, with the 
« univerſal principles of the. diſſenters,” The 
diſſenting miniſters, fir, in general, are as ca- 
pable of diſcerning what . circumſtances are. dan- 
gerous or advantageous, with reſpect to their re- 
ligious libercies, as the reverend gentlemen of the 
committee; and every individual miniſter hath 
as good a right to judge concerning his o ¹ n 
ſafety or danger, as Dr. Kippis can have to ſettle 

and determine with reſpect to the ſituation of 
another. All arguments of this kind, to uſe his 
own language, I beg leave to diſmiſs with that 
« contempt. which they deſerve.” However, 
notwithſtanding thoſe aſſertioas, we ſhould un- 
doubtedly be left in a much worſe ſtate than be- 
fore, as will appear from the following reaſons: 
| becauſe, all future probability of a free toleration, 
„would in this caſe be utterly, taken away, ſince 
« the diſſenters themſelves pray for the continuance 
of the magiſtrate's authority in the church of 
Chriſt: becauſe, no objections are made, nor, 
Jas far as J can learn, are intended to be made 
nt againſt thoſe ſevere laws, under which your ſcru- 


0 pulous brethren are ſtill left by the propoſed bill. 


Your 
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Your filence on this head, virtually confirms the 
propriety of thoſe puniſhments. and your ap- 
plication for a new mode of ſubſcription, under 
the ſanction of "thoſe very penalties, if ſucceſsful, 
would rivet upon religious liberty, ſuch chains 
(which neither we nor our fathers could bear) 
as future generations would not be able to ftrike 
off; and thus you would defeat all our hopes of 
a free toleration, and ſhut up our proſpects of 
a releaſe from cruel and inhuman laws! And be- 
ſides, you confirm the magiſtrate's' authority to 
demand a ſubmiſſion to ſome zeſt, under the ſanc- 
tion of human puniſhments, and. thus incorpo- 
rate the word of God with the laws of the ſtate, 
for the teſt itſelf, you call prvins. I will add one 
reaſon more of great moment ; the probability 
and danger of ſuffering, to ſpeak in the ſofteſt 
terms, would be greatly increaſed to thoſe who 
cannot comply with any religious teſt,” under the 
ſanction of penal laws. Your late reſolution, to 
continue the articles along with your new mode 
of ſubſcription, without any poſſible relief for 
them, would {till render Sade ſtate more hazard- 
ous. For the government, who are little ac- 
quainted with the nature of their objections to 
any human authority in the church of Chrilt, | 
would naturally confider their conduct, as mere 
humour and caprice, and puniſh them as obſti- 
nate men, who would neither ſubmit to this, nor 
to that. Even Dr. Kippis himſelf, obſerves, 
That the legiſlative body do not conſider the 
public mode of religion in a ſpiritual view, as 
<*<what is ſolely to be directed bythe laws of Chriſt, 
« and of his goſpel ; but as a ſyſtem of doctrine 

4 * and e which me ſtate hath — for 
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the danger and hazard of your meafures, ſince 
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exemption from penal laws. They, who oppoſed 
your intended bill in the Upper Houſe, might 
Toon upon the very ſame Fan avail them- 
ſelves of thoſe means which you wiſh to put into 
their hands, of oppreſſing all thoſe as capricious 
men who cannot comply with its requirements. 
And might they not alfo conſider ſuch meaſures 
as neceſſary, eſpecially at firſt, to ſilence for the 
future, in their eſteem, the moſt factious of thoſe 
turbulent men, who had given them ſo much 
trouble. And yet perhaps, in fact, theſe very 
men, who are moſt likely ro be conſidered in 
this light, ate at preſent. the moſt contented with 
their lituation; at leaſt, they prefer it much to 
your. new propoſals, In ſhort, fir, 


Periculoſæ plenum opus ale 
Tractas; & incedis per ignes 
- _ - -Suppolitos cineri doloſo. — | 
The fire is not yet extinguiſhed, and though it 
may have been covered by its own aſhes, and in 
time might have died away; nevertheleſs, if in- 


cautiouſly diſturbed, it may ſtill re-kindle. There 
can be no ſecurity within the reach of its flame, 
nor any, ſure and laſting defence, unleſs it be 


utterly extinguiſhed ; for you yourſelves did but 
Juſt touch ſome of its bordering embers, and they 


began to glow. Thoſe, very facts, of which 


your friends have complained in a public manner, 


are à füll proof of what I advance. Conſider 
the oppoſition that was made to your late ap- 


plication, which in reality, was only a requeſt 
e H O for 


— 


ber abet you thought lighter bonds, and was 
attended with more eri language than had 
ever dropt before from the lips of proteſtant dif- 
ſenters. You prayed for leave to ſubſcribe the 
truth of revelation in the room of doctrinal ar- 
ticles, and that too under the ſame penalties as 
before! Ah! Sir, — Shall thoſe knees which have 


082 ) 


hitherto remained firm in the midſt of threatnin 

danger, while defending thoſe ſacred, rights of 
mankind,” bow in the midft of peace, with hum- 
ble requeſts, that a voluntary ſubmiſſion may be 


kindly received. Mertem fic qui/quam 


exborruit, ut A - but enough. 
You were refuſed——even, while you endea- 
voured to leave your ſcrupulous brethren, for 
ſpoil, without the leaſt proſpect of help, in that 
very - ſtate, which had filled yourſelves with o 


much horror, and the dread of which reduced 


you to theſe, urmanly conceſſions! But ftill you 
hope one day to be honoured with this new 
badge of ſpiritual flavery, and therefore affect 
to call it an “ important addition to religious li- 
berty!“ Alas! It is not poſſible that any thing 
ſhould ever deſerve that name, or be conſiſtent 
with the “ univerſal principles of diſſenters,“ but a 


total freedom from all fines and penalties, and a 


full releaſe from human authority, in the king- 
dom of Chriſt, This is the only ſcheme, in 
which no one can be injured, or have any room 
for complaint, and for this teaſon carries with 
it its own evidence, that it is founded in the 


light of nature, ſupported by the holy goſpel of 
Chriſt, and, that in every poſſible Connection it 


| bath che lanction of God, bimſelf. ee xr” 
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Every ap FRI to government, which re- 
ſpect the rights of conſeience, if it ſeeks not the 
removal of all human impoſitions and penalties 
from the kingdom of Chriſt, muſt in the ver 
nature of it, be an infringement upon the keli- 
gious liberty of ſome or other. This circumſtance 
alone, ſhews the i impropriety uf all ſuch applica- 
tions, and particularly that of the committee. 
Whatever lays any one perſon under obligations 
incbnſiſtent with his own conſcjence, muſt be 
contrary to the goſpel of Chriſt, and for, that rea- 
fon defentible, Dr. Kippis rather tartly replies 
in anſwer to this objection. Let it be remem- 
« hered, ſays he; that it was not the buſineſs of 
« the diſſenting miniſters in cheir late application 
to rake upon them the cauſe of all mankin 
however Hincerely they might wiſn the moſt 
unlimited indulgence. to the-{acred rights of 
conſcience. They were not conſtituted depu- 
LLP ties - of the whole human race. — fe it 10;; 
If your application to government in matters of 

religion and conſcience, were not indeed the cauſe 
of all mankind, that alone is ſufficient to Point 
out its abſurdity, on every principle both of 
teſtantiſm, and of chriſtianity, For it is the bai. 
neſs of chriſtian miniſters, in all meaſures which 
concern religion, to regard the intereſt of the 
whole human race; to remove the prejudices of 
men from the word of God; and to give them 
all poſſible evidence of the divine truth and ex- 
cellency of ſcripture : for the goſpel of Chriſt is 
the cauſe of all mankind. Your application there- 
fore according to your vindicator's own confeſ- 
ſion, was not the cauſe of true religion, and the 

ear of ww” | . 

But 
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But you were not conftituted je of 


the whole human race.” This, Sir, is a roth. 
Which no one will diſpute. The le Aillatüre 
ought to know exactly, 'whoſe deputies"you'are'; 
are; by whom you were conflituted otherwiſe, 
they may be impoſed upon, While at your requeR. 
they lay numbers under "injurious obligations, 
who were neyer even conſulted in your eg 5 
ment, But one or to above half of 'the'b 
diſſenting miniſters were preſent,” when Nike 8 
itately nominated one | another” for 'Committee- 
ke wa you would not truſt the choice io 4 ballet, 
as uſval on leſs important occalions ; and yer 
you took upon you before the legiliture, to re- 
preſent many hundreds. Give me leave, Sir, to 
aſk,"by' what authority? Upon What principle, 
that of truth and juſtice, or, that' of ſelf-intereſt 
and/vanity? Bat il order to hide the deceit, Dr. 
Kippis, with great modeſty and truth, confeſſes 
that you were no# conſtituted "deputies" if the wbole 
buman race! However, every good ſubject of the 
ſtate, independent of your deputation, hath an 
undoubted right to the protection of govern- 
ment, whatever his religion be. And many of 
thoſe diſſenting miniſters, who had not the Hh 
nour of being your conſtituents,” are as attentive 
to the voice of conſcience” as yourſelves; and, 
being peaceable, upright ſubjects, obedient to all 
civil laws, they have an 1555 right to the favours 


and protection of the ſtate,” ich the teverend 


1 oF 
e of the committee. W 


FOES 44 


Many of your . avail et bers of whe 
ſuppoſed majority of diſſenting miniſters in ta- 
your of the intended bill. “It is further ob- 


zected,“ ſays Dr. Kippis, “ to the late applica- 


6 tion, that ply a ſmall number of miniſters 


V were 


ed _w2 


« favour. 
GSO 0 SORBIS of » 541 of Ss Par ; 2 2 48 Lad a 
f 250 r9 mention, a few plain facts.“ Thoſe 
a | / 144 4227 "TY 
 fions and votes of the diſſenting miniſters in and 
about the city of Lonpon. Bur according to the 


Doctor's own, account, at a meeting of e 
'neral body of the three denominations. whic 
conſiſts of nivety-bve miniſters, , only fifty we 
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£ were concerned in it, ſo that the relief defirel 


„ might. al Lek be conſidered, as 4 perſonal 


þ 3» *% 
Ct 


: 


he beſt anſwer, to this gbjeRtion, is 


ts, which , the Poctor relates, are the reſolu - 


oy * A. o 


preſent, and forty-nine 4 of them yored the apph- 


cation to parliament, which was made in 1772. 
But, the number of diſſenting miniſters in the 
kingdom iS very great; yet not one brother in 


the country was indulged with the fayour of 
joining in that applicatiqn, I hoſe facts, there- 
fore, which are here mentioned in anſwer to the 


objection, clearly prove, * that the relief deſired 


THE © 2:8 5 1 5 % n | | 
might almoſt be conſidered as a perſonal fa- 
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« vour.” Really, Sir, you muſt excuſe me, in 


horrowing from Dr. Furneaux a few queſtions, 


and propoſing them, with a little alteration, to 
our and that author's ſerious Fe 
Who gave the committee (had they been duly 
11 „ „ Pt Rb ty” „„ 
and deliberately choſen). a warrant to bind down 
the whole body of diſſenting miniſters by law, 
to receive ſuch a teſt as they propoſed and prayed 
for? a TesT for exerciſing the Chriſtian miniſtry, 
and giving public inſtructions reſpecting religion, 
i neee n ' 
according to the ideas which they happened to 
entertain ! Or, who conferred on the majority of 
51 1 Wa | 1 is In . » 
the London miniſters the right of voting a teſt 
PRA RY enn N eee 
̃ "a for 
© Þ $ome of theſe fo-ty-nine did not vote, but were neuter. 
In your accounts of the vote of thanks, we are told there 
were only ſo many negative hands againſt it; would it nat 


bave. been more ingenuous, to have told your country brethren 


And the public, how many alſo were for it? fourteen or ſix. 


teen at the moſt. 4 Eſ on Toleration, p. 40. 41: 


* .56 9 
for their other. brethren 3 in both city and coun- 


try? a Tisr, Which | many, w who are zealous for c 
Irs eſtabliſhment by law, cannot ſubſcribe in the ' 
ſenſe of the magiſtrate: Let him but fay in the f 
new bill, ©* the ſcriptures of the Old and New WW * 
-« Teſtament containing the books mentioned in 
* the fixth article of the church of England, 
4 a8 canonical.” Sir, would not ſeveral of the C 
committee themſelves be for dropping the bill? 8 
Ho pertinent may Dr, Furneaux's words be | 
retorted upon himſelf, and upon the other com. Ml » 
"mittee men, with yourſelf at their head, as well Nn 
as on the majority of that body of miniſters, Ml *! 
which you procured to ſanctify your teſt. ** From Wl ® 
« what law of God or of nature, from what MW P 
principle of humaniry, or of policy, do they i la 
« derive a right over the conſciences of thoſe of P 
their fellow ſubjects (and brethren) who dif- WW" 
« fer with thet in judgement { ?” Had) you, Sir, ſe 
a right to tell your brethren, chat they over to e 
ſubſcribe your teſt, or elſe be excluded by the bi 
" magiſtrate from 'exerciling any offices of reli- wa 


on, and from giving public inſtruction? Are 
theſe your tender mercies! Turn to Dr. Fur. 
neaux's Eſſay, p. 7 3, and read on with me. 
1 beg to be excuſed, if 1 ſay, that thoſe who can 
8 be contented to hold (or to leave) innocent 
and unoffending ſubjects, (and even brethren} in 
the humiliating and perilous circumſtance of diſ. 
' crerion, and at mercy, have no reaſon to applaud 
 therniclves, to ſay the leaſt, on their generoſity 
and magnanimity.““ But, Sir, i it may not be im- 
Proper to take notice of a fact more recent than 
an 
” Fo * the words of Dr. 2 in his 3 
fo his Eſſay on Toleration, “ It is natural (for your ſera- 
« pulous brethren, as you affect to call . to deſire being 
Fe delivered from ſuch a ſtate of inſecurity, and placed upon 


* the fame footing of legal protection with all other e 
« fubjes,” the Fonmittes not encepted. 


C2 
any of thoſe mentioned by the T oftor. At a 
meeting of the general body of the three deno- 
minations, held on January 27th, 1773; out of 
ninety-five, only ſixty-two were preſent. Many 
reaſons might be alledged, why a greater number 
did not appear at the firſt famous meeting on the 4th 
of March, 1772: proper notice was not then give 

en; and the day appointed was afterwards changed 
for one more ——4 the cauſes of thoſe meaſures, 
were not accidental, your friends, the regium danum 
men, it is to be hoped, will ſoon communicate 
them to the public; but thus, the attendance f 
a great number, at that time, was effectually 
prevented. The abſence of many from the 
laſt meeting, held on January the 27th of the 
preſent year, was occaſioned by a diſlike to your 
meaſures ; and though forty-three voted for, 
ſeventeen of thoſe who attended voted againſt, 
your renewed application. So that your "Tefired ; 
bill, preſented this year to parliament, can 
be conſidered, at preſent, as the act of forty- 
three; for the alteration made in your teſt, and 
the continuance of the articles along with your 
ew mode of ſubſcription, with ſome other va- 
riations, have never as yet been publiſhed to any 
Dre, nor was one miniſter. in the country al- 
oed the honour of a vote, or even of a con- 
ultation in what fo nearly concerns his own con- 
cience, and his temporal intereſts in the preſent 
ite, And yet you would be eſteemed as friends 
0 religious liberty, and as guardians of the rights 


judge. 


But it is afficmed, e that this great unanimity, is 
* no means confined. 0 che diſſenting clergy | 
in 


— — 


[ conlciencel! * what truth, let the world *< 
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u. in or near the bity of London. The mem 
bers of the committee, and other perſo ns, 
* had an opportunity, it ſeems, of applying to 
a conſiderable number of them in different 
parts of the kingdom, and received, in re- 
„ turn, their entire approbation and hearty en. 

% couragement.“ But, Sir, you will give me 
leave to aſk, - What was the nature of your ap- 
plication to miniſters in the country? Did you 

ever honeſtly repreſent: to them all the circum- 
ſtances which relate to your intended bill? Did 
you ever inform them, that ſuch as refuſe to 
comply with your new mode of ſubſcription, are 
left expoſed to thoſe penal laws which you your. 
ſelves have deſcribed as unjuſt, cruel, inhu- 
man? No, Sir, the contrary is evidently true; 
It is well known, that ſome miniſters have ex- 
preſſed their apptobation of your meaſures, as 
ſuppoſing, that you intend the removal of penal 
latus; and yet, this is no part of your deſign; 
Your have not been faithful to your brethren in 
the country, I will produce, Sir, in ſupport of 
this charge, firſt, the 1 only. authentic letter from 
the committee, written by your own hand, al. 
ready referred to, which begins thus: — The 
committee for applying to parliament. to zake 
« olf the . ſubſcription required of proteſtant dil- 
« ſenting miniſters by the toleration act; and to 
5 obtain relief for tutors and ſchaokmakters, and 

to Procure an exemption. from | the penal laws, 

6 now in force, have directed me to lay before 

you and their brethren in the country, a ſhort 

« account of the riſe and progreſs of this at- 

fair, &c.” — It is no part of your ſcheme. to 

take off ſabſcription; for you then propoſed, and 
Al W to the legiſlature; a new _ . 
ab- 


* . _ «a fra} wake e 8& Vw 
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rubſeription, under the ſanction of all the penal 
laws Now IN Force. With what truth or decency 
then, could you and your brethren add the follow- 
ing clauſe, And to procare an exemption from the penal 
laws now in force, It would not, Sir, become me to 


ſay what might be juſtly ſaid of ſuch conduct. 


Indeed, all your accounts, that I have ſ. en, 
ſuppoſe, that your plan gives *© further relief to 


e proteſtant diſſenting miniſters than the tolera- 
« tion act now affords, and aims at a releaſe 
“ from penal laws.” Whereas your intended bill, 
grants no exemptions, benefits, privileges or ad - 
vantages, but what were granted by the tolera- 


tion act; and ſuch as cannot ſubſcribe your new 


teſt, are left under the ſame penal laws as before. 
Yet you evidently deſire to be underſtood, by the 


miniſters in the country, and. by the public in 


general, as labouring after an exemption from the 
penal laws now in force, although you have no 
ſuch fcheme in view. Can it,” ſays your 
learned advocate, „be a matter of indifference 
* to the Gifſenters, that their clergy are ſubject 
* to penal laws, for ſupporting and conducting 
the very things, they have, choſen them to 
| * ſupport and conduct? — If the penal ſtatutes 
* ſhould be inforced, the diſſenters cannot have 
e the inſtructions and ordinances of religion diſ- 

* penſed in that manner, which they conſider as 
No * agreeable to the model of the New Teſtament.” 

— In another view,” ſays he, © the abolition 
« of the penal ſtatutes is highly mamentous to 


« the lay-diffenters ; and that is, with reſpect to 


6 the education of their children.” *, * Sir, 


den I would 


. viva. p. 9, 5 93. 
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J would appeal even to your own deciſion, whe. 
ther every reader of common ſenſe would not, 
upon peruſing theſe paſſages, naturally imagine 
that vou inrend the abolition of penal laws ? But 
you have no intentions of this kind. Are then 
ſuch repreſentations fair and ingenuous ? Are, 
they not evidently calculated to impoſe upon the 
fimple, and to deceive the unwary ? 


And that you have heen underſtood as ſeeking 
an exemption from penal laws, I will produce 
one evidence equally public and undeniable. 
Mr. Towgood of Exeter, in his calm and plain 
anſwer lately publiſhed, unhappily ſteps out of 
his way to lend you that aſſiſtance, which, from 
a miſtaken notion of your meaſures, he thou ht 
your cauſe deſerved; and after ſome unſcafs on- 
able, if not unbecoming reflections upon the ar- 
ticles of the church of England, he betrays his 
ignorance, as to the nature of your intended 
bill. Speaking of the hardſhips and unjuſt obli- 
gations under which diſſenting teachers are laid; 


he ſays, « Every one who miniſters in our 


* churches, without having firſt ſubſcribed pub- 

« Jickly thirty-five of theſe dark, unſcriptural, 
„ .diſputable articles, is liable by law to grievous 
and oppreſſive fines ; and may be totally ruined 

« by the laws of men, for not only innocently, 

but virtuouſly obeying what he thinks to be 
% commanded by the laws of God —The noble 

<« proteſt which the honourable members of the 

c preſent Houſe of Commons, have entered againſt 

< theſe unrighteous and intolerantacts by their al- 

*« moſt unanimous vote for their REPEAL ; and the 


truly C hriſtian and Patriotic ſpirit with which it 
*© Was 


i 25 

« was ſupported by many of the moſt ilboſtrious 

« lay peers, in the Houſe of Lords, we conſider as 

e an happy omen.“ — No repeal of thoſe un- 
righteous and intolerant acts, was either ſolicited 
or propoſed by you to the honourable members of 
the preſent Houſe of Commons ; nor did they vore 
for any ſuch repeal. They voted indeed, that the diſ- 
ſenting miniſters, upon complying with a new mode 
of ſubſcription, mighr be exempted from the pe- 
nalties of thoſe. acts referred to, but nothing more. 
Every miniſter who cannot ſubſcribe your new teſt, 
ſhould it be carried into a law, would be left to 
feel all the vengeance of thoſe cruel and inhuman 
ſtatutes. Mr, Towgocd apparently was impoſed 
upon, and betrayed into a;detence of that human 
authority, and of thoſe penal laws inthe church of 


* 


| Chrift ; againſt which, he himſelf hath written with 


ſo much energy, manly eloquence, and ſtrength of 
argument. T When we ſee gentlemen of his age, 
and learning, and abilities, thus deceived; can 
JJ > OCR TIEN 

+ © An alliance is formed x5" between Hovereign and 
e independent powers; but the church is no /dwereign, has 
* no ſupremacy, or independency, which ſhe can poſlibly 
“give up. She is a purchaſed. ſervaut, a ſubject, a married 
* woman, or ſpouſe, and therefore can have no ſhadow of 
right to enter into any compact, or to form any alliance with 
the powers of this world, without the conſent of her onl 
{© rightful ſovereign and huſband Jeſus Chriſt. Whenever 
then any church renounces her allegiance and ſubjeQion 
« to Chriſt, throws herſelf into the arms of the ſtate (the 
civil magiſtrate) for protection and ſupport, and gives 
„him power to preſcribe her articles of faith, &c. ſhe re- 
*« ſembles the apocalyptic harlot, who is repreſented as com- 
“ mitting forgication with the kings of the carth.“ 


we reſiſt the very greateſt | 


conſider as unfriendly both in the late and pre- 


afraid 


ta } 
we wonder that many other miniſters, for want 
of a juſt information, ſhould be led into mil- 
taken notions, of the nature and conſequences 
of your intended bill, For in all your accounts, 
you: have induſtriouſly concealed the continuance 


of the penal laws, or not truly ſtated the circum- 


ſtances which attend your propoſed act. Country 
miniſters have never been applied to, in a fair, 
dandid, public manner, . But, I hope ſoon to ſee 
an other pen diſcuſs this particular, = 


\ But ſuppoling the majority to be as great az 
you would make the world believe, and to be 


obtained by means as honeſt as your profeſſions 


are fair, what would all this amount to? You 
durſt not yourſelves give it the force of an ar- 
gument ; becauſe, as Protefſhut diſſenting miniſter: 


teſt and moſt powerful 
manga meyer oo ON 


1 will only take notice: of One circurnſtance 
more, with regard. to thoſe miniſters whom you 


ſent application, and as endeavouring to prevent 
the ſolicited relief; we are told, that it behoves 
them to take care, that they do not inadvertently 
nate: themiclves,” an g 


Tic, incredibilis rerum fama occupat aures, 
that the time perhaps is approaching, when the 
thirty-nine articles will be revifed and altered, with 

many other curious things; as the following, that 
104 f Onk brethren. have no reaſon to be 


f retaliation in that caſe, ſince al} pol: 
lible aid wall be granted them upon 


the grand 
principles 


B 


1 G . 
principles which unite the whole body of diſ- 
ſenters + | But after all. this laſt circumſtance 


appears to be ſomewhat ſuſpicious. . Does it really | 
mean all the kindneſs: which it ſeems to expreſs ? 
What is this retaliation, which is diſavowed? 

Why is it mentioned? Your oppoſing brethren 
0 followed the dictates of conſcience, and have 


been more attentiye to the liberties of all men, 


than the committee: will you refuſe, in any fu- 
ture period, to act as they haue done in that 


- 


reſpect ? Or is this your meaning, that if they 


attempt hereafter like you, to force other men 
into ſlavery, you will not reſiſt them ? Or, that if 


they requeſt you to ſubmit to ſome new teſt, be it 


of their own deviſing, under the ſanction of penal 


as they have done? Alas ! Sir, they do not wiſh 
for any ſuch kindneſs from you. Nor can the 


imagide this to be your meaning. That honour- 


1 * 


able refaſal, therefore, of retaliation, muſt, for 
the preſent, be left as inexplicable ! | | 


No alteration of the articles can affect us, wha 


| refuſe the magiſtrate's authority, as ſuch, in 
the church of Chriſt. We look with equal in- 


difference upon the idle conjectures of the com- 
mittee, while they pray, that their ſubmiſſion to 
human laws, in matters of religion and faith, 
may be received; as we do upon the little revo- 


lutions that may occur in the mode of ſuper- 
ſtition and tyranny at Rome. If we be indulged 


with liberty of conſcience in our worſhip of Al- 


mighty God, that ſacred privilege, that unalien- 


able birth-right of every man on earth, we are 


5 | _ thankful 
7 Vind. p. 25. 


thankful and rejoice. But 2 we ſee any one de- 


nied the rights of conſcience, we grieve, whether 
the ſufferer be 'a profeſſed Chriſtian, or Jew, of 


Turk; for we*conſider this to be the cauſe of 
- all mankind,” And upon the ſame principle, if 


any body of men, ſupplicate for chains, rejoice 


to wear them, and will appear with them in 
public, as their faireſt ornaments, we have no 
reaſon to be offended ; this is their pleaſure, this 


18 agretable to their natural temper; they ought 
not * be hindered of ſo much genuine ſatisfac- 


tion! Bur if, under the idea of propriety and 


laudable ſubjection, they will compel us alſo to 


make ourſelves ridiculous with ſuch badges of 


flavery, we cannot avoid reliſtance, nor, if ſtil! 
urged, forbear the e on MANLY 2 510. 
nn 


Vour obedient, || 


| humble ſervant, IT 
Thaxted 3 in Eſex, . . oY N | = 
In. 3% 1173, ext, 


5 oon will be Publ 2 


Acnan's Gorpes Wepox; or Royal Bounty, In. 


Fas traced and diſplayed from March 1123, to the | 


| preſent Time: with ſeaſonable Advice to Lord North, 
and the Body of Proteſtant Diſſenting Miniſters. 
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